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The present invention comprises means for dynamically 
associating a single called telephone number with at least two 
wireless devices; means for alerting the at least two wireless 
devices associated with the single called telephone number of a 
first incoming call from an originating device which is not one 
of the at least two wireless devices associated with the sinqle 
called telephone number; means for accepting one of the wireless 
devices as the answerer of said first incoming call to conduct 
the first incoming call with the wireless device; and means for 
transmitting a second incoming call, directed to the same single 
called telephone number, to one of the other wireless devices 
associated with that telephone number while the first call is in 
progress. In operation, the present invention dynamically 
associates a single called telephone number with more than one 
wireless device, and then, after accepting one wireless device as 
the answerer of a first call, dynamically associates a second 
telephone call to the same number with a different wireless 
device. Accordingly, two different telephone calls to the same 
telephone number can be conducted at the same time by dynamic 
connection to two different wireless devices. 

The Examiner has erred in maintaining a rejection under 35 
USC 102 as anticipated by the Hashimoto patent. The Hashimoto 
patent is directed to a system wherein calls along a PSTN can be 
directed to one cordless station or to a group of cordless 
stations, depending upon whether the call is an individual call 
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or a group call. The Hashimoto system includes a controller at a 
PBX which is connected to the PSTN, a plurality of radio control 
units at the PBX, a plurality of access units remotely located 
and one cordless unit associated with each access unit. In 
operation, the Hashimoto radio control unit/controller receives a 
call which is either a call to a single cordless station or a 
group call to all of the cordless stations. Hashimoto teaches 
that signals passed between the radio control unit and the access 
units and between the access units and the cordless stations 
contain a field indicating the type of call and a data field with 
a called station address number or a group address number (see: 
Col. 3, lines 45-48) . in addition, Hashimoto teaches that "in 
response to an individual call, only one uniquely addressed 
cordless station is alerted" (see: Col. 3, lines 20-22). 
Hashimoto clearly teaches that a call to a single cordless 
station can only be connected to the one single cordless station 
identified by the called station address number and that a group 
call, which is directed to a"> group address number, is sent to all 
cordless stations. Accordingly, it cannot be maintained that 
Hashimoto anticipates claim language which expressly recites that 
two different calls, first incoming call and second incoming 
call, to the same single telephone number, are dynamically 
associated with, two different wireless devices at the same time, 
while the first incoming call is still in progress. 
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The Examiner has erred by citing the same Hashimoto patent 
teachings from Fig. 1 and from Col. 4, lines 30-57 against 
multiple different claim features, and has erred by re-stating 
the claim language to fit the rejection. The Examiner cites the 
Hashimoto patent teachings from Col. 4, lines 30-57 against "a 
method of associating a called telephone number with at least two 
wireless devices and means for alerting the at least two wireless 
devices associated with the called telephone number of the 
incoming call" and against the "means for accepting...". 
Applicants note that the claim does not recite "a method of 
associating a called telephone number..." The Examiner has 
inappropriately re-phrased the claim language. Further, 
Applicants contend that one feature of Hashimoto cannot 
anticipate two distinctly claimed features of the claimed node. 
The Examiner analogizes the Hashimoto radio control unit (3 of 
Fig. 1) to the network node device which is recited in Claim 1. 
However, the radio control unit of Hashimoto does not include the 
seven claim features. For example, a Hashimoto access unit (4 of 
Fig. 1), which the Examiner analogizes to the one or more 
wireless signal generators that are part of the network node as 
claimed, is a stand-alone unit which is contacted by the radio 
control units. The Examiner has erred in concluding that the 
radio control unit anticipates the network node since the radio 
control unit does not include the access unit; does not associate 
a call made to a single called telephone number to more than one 
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wireless device; and, does not directly connect with the wireless 
devices. Hashimoto does not directly alert the wireless devices 
associated with a single called telephone number of an incoming 
call. Rather, the radio control unit of Hashimoto sends signals 
to the access units and the access units establish control and 
speech channels with the wireless devices. The Hashimoto system 
does not include means for dynamically associating an incoming 
call to a single called telephone number with at least two 
wireless devices. Rather, as demonstrated by the citations from 
Hashimoto above, the Hashimoto determines that a call is to a 
group address and routes it to all access units and their 
associated cordless stations; or, determines that a call is an 
individual call and alerts only one uniquely addressed cordless 
station (Col. 3, lines 17-22). Hashimoto is using the station 
address number or group address number {see: Col. 3, lines 4 5-48) 
as telephone numbers which indicate the intended call 
destination. Clearly, Hashimoto is not dynamically associating a 
call to a single called telephone number (i.e., an individual 
call) to more than one wireless device and is not directing first 
and second incoming calls to that single telephone number to 
different wireless devices at the same time (i.e., while the 
first call is in progress). Finally, Hashimoto does not provide 
any teachings which anticipate the claimed means for transmitting 
a second incoming call, directed to the same single called 
telephone number, to one of the other wireless devices associated 
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with that telephone number whilst the first call is in progress. 
Hashimoto can only direct a call to more than one cordless, 
station if the call is a group call to a group telephone number. 
It does not dynamically associated different calls, placed to the 
same single telephone number, to different wireless devices, let 
alone doing so while a first call to the number is still ongoing. 

For a patent to anticipate claim language under 35 USC 
102(b), that patent must teach each and every claim feature. 
Since the Hashimoto patent does not teach all of the claim 
features, it cannot be maintained that Hashimoto anticipates the 
invention as claimed, and the final rejections should be 
withdrawn. 

In rejecting Claims 4, 5, 7, 11, and 18-20, the Exaxniner has 
additionally cited the Antonello and Chambers patents. The 
Antonello patent is cited for use of memory in the network 
control unit to include long term storage of information and 
Chambers is cited for power supply teachings. Neither teach the 
claim features missing from Hashimoto. Since the cited 

references do not teach or suggest all of the claim features, 
then the Examiner has failed to establish a prima facie case of 
obviousness (In re Wilson, 424 F. 2d 1382, 1385, 165 U.S.P.Q. 
494, 496 (C.C.P.A. 1970)). Accordingly, Applicants request 
withdrawal of the final rejections based on a combination of 
teachings from Hashimoto with Antonello and/or Chambers. 
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